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Capital and Counties Bank." The issue of this
circular caused a run upon the bank, who there-
upon brought an action of libel against Messrs.
Henty. It was, however, held that the words in
their natural and ordinary meaning were not
libellous; that therefore it was for the plaintiffs
to prove that, by reason of the special circum-
stances of the case, they were understood in a
special libellous sense ; and that, in the absence of
any such evidence, there was no case to go to the
jury, and there must therefore be judgment for
the defendants.

Moreover, where the words are not primd facie
defamatory, and where the plaintiff therefore
intends to maintain that the words were defama-
tory by reason of their being understood in a
special sense, he must be careful to insert in his
Statement of Claim an averment specifying the
defamatory meaning of the words complained of,
and showing how they come to have that meaning,
and how they relate to the plaintiff (y). Such an
averment is called an innuendo. No innuendo is
necessary where the words complained of are
defamatory in their ordinary meaning (z).

(y) Per Lord Selborne, in Capital and Counties Bank v.
Henty (1882), 7 App. Gas. at p. 748.

(z) Russell and another v. Webster (1874), 23 W. E, 59.